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Solid Waste Fund 

 (SWF) 
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SWF - Background 
History 

• 1960’s:  Solid Waste Utility created; landfills and transfer stations built 

• 1980’s:  Landfills closed and became Superfund sites 

• 1990’s:  Long-haul disposal to Oregon by Waste Management began 

• Present:  Investing approximately $175 million over 11 years to replace both 
transfer stations 

 

Fund Facts 

• 159,452 residential accounts; 8,259 commercial accounts 

• 53.7% recycling rate (2012) 

• 335,607 garbage tons disposed (2010) 

• Bond rating: Moody’s Aa3; S&P: AA (high for solid waste utility) 
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SWF – Sources and Uses of Funds 
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Contracts 
$91.2M 
(59%) 

Non-Contract 
O&M 

$35.8M 
(23%) 

Taxes 
$17.9M (11%) 

CIP Cash 
Financing 

$4.3M (3%) 

Debt Service 
$6.3M (4%) 

Residential 
Garbage Coll 
$77.8M(49%) 

Commercial 

Garbage Coll 
$46.7M(29%) 

Self Haul  
$15.3M (7%) 

Food and 
Yard Waste 

Coll 
$13.7M (9%) 

Other 
$8.9M (6%) 

Sources Uses 



SWF – Typical Residential Bill 
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Actual Residential Bill Inflated 1994 Residential Bill 

Actual       Projection 

Kent and Midway 
landfill closure and  
King County landfill 

disposal costs 

New contracts 
and services  

Favorable contract terms to 
SPU, rate stabilization fund, 

and little CIP 

Major CIP 
program, drop in 
demand 



SWF – Contract & Non-Contract O&M Costs 
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Contract Costs 

Non-Contract O&M 

2009 Collection 
Contracts 

2012:  $94.4M 

2012: $43.8M 

2001 Commercial 
Contracts 



SWF – CIP and Debt Service 
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CIP Debt Service 

South transfer  
station construction 

North transfer  
station construction 



SWF – Disposed Garbage Tons 
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SWF – Planned vs. Actual Revenues 
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SWF – Planned vs. Actual Expenditures 
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Surplus 
(Shortfall) 

$28 

$24 

$25 

$23 

$25 

$31 

$33 

$94 
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$84 

$43 
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2012 Budget 
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2009 Budget 
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SWF – Bill Comparison  
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2012 Typical Residential Rate Comparison 

 $-     $5   $10   $15   $20   $25   $30   $35   $40  
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Sacramento 

Portland (West Side) 
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Oakland 
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Base Bill 

Utility Tax Component 



Drainage & Wastewater Fund 

(DWF) 
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DWF - Background 
Fund History 

• 1955 - Sewer utility established 

 (Drainage funded by developers, general obligation bonds and general tax 
revenues) ` 

• 1987 - Sewer utility expanded to include drainage services 

• 2008 - Drainage Rate Design 

  

Fund Facts 

• 968 miles of combined sewers and 448 miles of sanitary sewers 

• 460 miles of storm drains and 300 underground detention/treatment ponds 

• 90 City owned and permitted CSO points 

• 68 pump stations 

• 151 miles of culverts 

• AA+/Aa1 Bond Ratings as the result of maintaining all financial policies 
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Drainage & Wastewater System 

DWF – Sources and Uses of Funds 

Sources Uses 

Drainage Service 
$67.6 (24%) 

Wastewater Service 
$205.0 (74%) 

Other 
$4.7 (2%) 

Cash Fin CIP  
$19.5 (7%) 

Treatment 
$127.1 (43%) 

Debt Service 
$37.3 (13%) 

 

Taxes 
$36.0 (12%) 

O&M 
$68.5 (24%) 
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CIP Debt Service 

DWF – CIP and Debt Service 
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Comprehensive Drainage 
Plan, CSO Program, & 

Rehabilitation Program 

CSO & Thornton 
Creek 

CSO Program, 
Consent Decree 

Between 1989 -2007, 
CIP averaged $20-$40M 

with the exception of 
2000 



DWF – Wastewater Rate 
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Treatment Rate System Rate 

•  Since 2004, the King County Metro treatment rate has increased $2.72 
•  During the same period, the system rate increased $2.06 



DWF – Decreasing Wastewater Demand 
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*In 2001, 3% of the decline was due to the October 2001 transfer of approximately 8,100 
Shoreline customers from Seattle to the Ronald Wastewater District. 
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Actual/Forecast 2011-2012 Rate Study Projection 



DWF – Planned vs. Actual Revenues 
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DWF – Planned vs. Actual Expenditures 
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DWF – Sewer Bill Comparison  
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2012 Typical Single Family Monthly Bill 
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DWF – Drainage Bill Comparison 
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2012 Typical Single Family Monthly Drainage Bill 



Questions? 
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